THE KANCHIPURAM DEVARAJASWAMI TEMPLE 
AND THE TATACHARIS. 


An article under the heading “Sri Lakshmikumara Tatadesika, written by 
Sri R. Varada Tatachari, is published in the The Hindu, dated 29—11{—1964. As it 
is full of incorrect anid misleading statements, which go against well-established 
judicial records, we shall now try to acquaint the general public with the actual state 
of affairs, as proved by unquestionable documents. 

1. The birth-place of Tata Desika is a village called “ Yetur™; as is 
established in many records and by his surname “ Yeturimmadi” which is found 
in an agreement: executed inthe year 1711. So it is wrong to make Kumbakonam, 
his birth-place: To say that the sage SATHAMARSHANA was born as Saint 
NAMMALWAR is against all established facts, Nobody has, till now, made such 
a statement, anywhere. So is, the statement, that Tirukkurugaippiran Pillan was 
the son of Sri Thirumalai Nambi. Sri Vedantacharya specifically mentions in his 
Guruparamparasara, that Sri Thirumalai Nambi had only two daughters (and no 
male issue). So Pillan has no connection with Tirumalai Nambi. Sri Ramanuja 
directed Pillan to write a short glossonthe Tiruvoimoli, but it is wrong to say that 
he bestowed on the latter, the sole right to expound either the Prabandhas or Sri 
Bhashya. No biographer of Sri Vedantha Desika has made mention of any such 
person, such as Thirumalai Sreenivasacharya, as the chief disciple of Desika. The state- 
ment that the trusteeship of Sri Devaraja Swamy Temple was conferred on him by 
Sri Desika, is a mere fiction, as there is no record to prove it. Im fact, the 
Thathachari family acquired management of the temple just in the year 1842- The 
hundred-pillared Mantapam bears Tenkalai Namams fromthe very foundation to 
the top, and so, it cannot have been constructed by a Vadakalai. To say that a 
temple for Sri Rama was built at Tyengar-Kulam is the most blatant lie, as no such 
thing exists there. There is but a Hanuman temple. To say that he prepared all the 
costly jewels for Sri Devaraja, is also false, because the majority of the more 
important jewels were made by Athan Jeeyar, Alagia Manavala Jeer, Venkatadri 
Swami, Karanai P.B. Ananthacharya Swami, etc., and are even today hearing their 
names. These are some of the glaring untruths expressed in the said article. 


2. Now we shall give a picture of the origin of the connection of the 
Thathacharis, with this temple, as established by unimpeachable records. It would 
appear that in the beginning, the management of the temple was in the hands of the 
“STHALATTARS”, comprising of the Archakas, Paricharakas, Swayampaki, 
Mudaliars, Kanakupillai, etc., but not the Thathacharis. But during the times 
of the Mohammedan invasion, the temple was closed and the “ Uthsava 
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Vipraha” taken away from the place. It was one Athan Jeer, a Tenkalai 
Sanyasi, who, with the help of his disciple, Lala Todurmalji, brought the vigraha 
back from “Udayarpalayam”, and got it consecrated. In return for this 
yeoman service, the Sthalattars, referred to above, conferred the right of manage- 
ment of the temple upon Todurmulji, who transferred it to his Guru, Athan Jeer. 
The latter and the successive generations managed it well, for a long time. 
In 1711, Sri Lakshmi Kumara Thathachari was allowed to receive the “Agra tham- 
bulam "’, i.e. he was made the first ** Theerthakara ”, because he was a learned person 
and Rajaguru of the Vijayanagaram royal family, and certain benefits to the temple, 
were expected of him. But he had to execute an agreement to the said Jeer, 
affirming that he would honour the Tenkalai Mamool, and venerate the great Tenkalai 
Acharya, Sri Varavara Muni by reciting his manthra “Sri Sailesadayapatram —” 
not only in the temple. but also in his own private house and those of the temple 
servants. The Thathachari was only made the first Thirthakarar and and not the 
trustee, which office, was still vested in the Jeer. Even at that time, there were 
several other Thirthakarars, exclusively all Tenkalais who held those tights from 
several centuries ago, It would appear that at some later date, the management came 
to the hands of the Government, who handed it over, in 1842 to one Thathachari 
who was a learned man of status and of course, the first Thirthakar. Thus, the 
management came to the hands of and was in the possession of the Thathacharis 
for 65 years, untila scheme suit was filed in the court, against them in 1917 and 
a receiver was appointed. There have been many changes in the scheme later on 
and the present position is that a non-Sri Vaishnava Brahmin is appointed as an 
executive trustee and two Thathacharis as honorary trustees. 


3. It is funny indeed, to hear the writer speaking in glowing terms about the 
greatness of Alwars Prabandams, Ubhaya—vedanta and so on, while, in his heart of 
hearts, he and his people have the greatest contempt for all these. Here is the proof 
for the same. This same writer, Sri R. Varatha Thathachari, filed a written statement 
in O. S. No. 17 of 1945 (before the Sub Judge of Chingleput), in which he stated — 
“* These Tamil prabandams, being primarily intended only for non-brahmins and 
females, who are not familiar with Sanskrit Vedas, the Vadakalai Thathachariars 
parted with their right to Tamil Prabandam office, in favour of one Athan Jeer, a 
Tenkalai geatlemen.” This statement needs no explanation. Commenting upon it 
Mr. Shumshudeen, sub-judge, writes in his judgement, “ This statement by the parties 
to the suit, who support the plaintiff in the recent times, would show the contempt, in 
which they hold prabandams in Tamil—One is struck by the unique claim of the 
Vadakalais to recite Tamil Prabandam.”’ While, in their hearts of hearts, they thus 
despise the Alwars and their “Divya prabandas”, they are second to none in shouting, 
at the top of their voice, that the Alwars and their prabandams are very great and 
sacred | 


- 
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4. At the Kancheepuram temple, the Thathacharis have discredited the 
_Alwars and their prabandas in the most savage manner. They stopped their poojas, 
monthly and annual festivals and even the famous “ Adhyayana utsayam ” of the 
Lord, just because, they did not like to honour the Alwars: The criterion, which 
distinguishes a Srivaishnavite temple from others, is the celebration of these Uthsa- 
vams but the Thathacharis cared not a jot for it, all because, they despised the Alwars. 
Some fortyfive years ago, when, during the “ Tiruvadippuram " (Birthday of Andal), 
festival, Sri Periyalwar was honoured with Parivattam, etc., one Paiyakanou Thatha- 
chari, who was trustee at that time, forcibly prevented the honour, because, a few 
days before, he had filed a statement in the court, stating,“* In this temple no Utsavam 
is ever held for any Alwar, and no honours are ever done to any of them.” Similarly 
he discredited Thiruppanalwar, on another cccasion. Another trustee, Sri Sonam 
Thathachari, once stopped the Dwadasaradhanam of the Lord during the Brahmot- 
savam, just because Thiruvoy moli of Nammalwar was going to be sung at that time! 
Thousands had gathered, eagerly awaiting to witness the great utsavam, But the 
said trustee, quite unexpeetedly, ordered the Archakas, through the Maniyakar, to 
take the Lord to the Kannadi Arai and cancel the Dwadasaradhanam, an integral part 
of the Brahmotsavam. For this, he was ordered to pay a fine of Rupees two hundred 
out of his pocket and had actually to beg in the streets, to procure the sum. 


5. We now publish an extract from the agreement of 1711 mentioned in para 1, 
which has been filed as exhibit A in A. S, No. 175 of 1910. 


“ Sreemathe Ramanujaya namaha” 


Odambadikka (agreement! executed on the 18th day of Chitrai Month of the 
current Khara year, being the 1633rd year of Swasti Sri Vijayabhudaya Sali Vahana 
Sakam and 4812 of the Kali yuga and 24th after Prabhava, to Srimat veda marga 
pratishtapana Acharyobaya .., Athan Thiruvenkata Ramanuja Jeeyangar, Sakala Sri 
Karyadhurandharalu of the Sannidhiof Sri. ... Davarajaswamiof ..., Kanchi.., ... 
by Srimat ... ... Yeturumbadi Lakshmi Kumara Thirumala Thathacharyulu, in the 
presence of Maharaja Ra jasry Lala Thondarmul Srinivasa dasagaru is to the following 
effect : - We shall, as has been done under existing mamul for a very long time of 
beginning with “ Srisylesa dayapathram™ (Srisailesathayapatram Thodangi) for 
Divya Prabandham Thodakkam (at the commencement of the recital of the praban- 
dam) during Nithya Niyamithika Varashochavams daily, periodical and yearly 
Uchavams in Sri Devaraja Swami and other 18 Divya Dhesulu (temples), in the 
Sanidhis (temple) of Nammalwar and all other Alwar Acharyalu, and in those of 
Srimath Thirukkachi Nambi, Koorathalwaa, Velakkadi Emberuman and that of 
Vedantacharyulu Varu, situated in front of the Sannidbi Gopuram ‘temple tower) and 
then of performing all Uthsavams, get Srisailesathayapatram commenced as at the 
Koil (temple), by Sriramaiyengar in our Thirumaliga (house) and then perform al 
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Uthsavams: Besides this, I shail get Srisailesa thayapatram commenced, as at the 
koil by Sriramaiyengar at the auspicious and inauspicious ceremonies in the Thiru- 
maligais (house) of our people... ... and all servants, as is done in the koil, and we 
shall get our maryada such as Agra Tamboolam (first betal nut) done to us: 
To this effect is the Odambadikkai got executed and delivered with consent, 
in Nammalwar Sannidhi. 


6. The most important fact that is to be noted in this is, that it is not a 
mutual agreement, but only an one-sided one, executed by the Thathachari, binding 
himself to good behaviour towards the temple in general and to continue the various 
modes of workship with all their details, in strict accordance with hoary custom: 
It has been expressly agreed that the poojas and festivals in all the 18 temples of 
Kanchi, including their subordinate shrines would be properly conducted. The most 
important factor is, that the Tenkalai mode of workship should be continued to be 
strictly adhered to, in all these places, Athan Jeeyar is herein stated as the Sakala 
Srikarya Dhurandara, or the sole manager. This explodes the myth that the 
Thathacharis were made the managers by Sri Vedanta Desika himself. The title 
Koti Kanyakadanam is also conspicuous, by its absence. Be itas it may; we are 
not, at present, much concerned with this title, The one point that is proved beyond 
doubt is, that the Thathacharis were connected with this temple, as first Thirthakaras, 
(and certainly not as trustees) in the year 1711. 


7. The Thathacharis held the honour in ail these temples, as also in mofussil 
ones, like that at Sriperumbudur, for quite a long time and would have continued 
to do so even to-day, had they not gone against the letter and spirit of the abovesaid 
agreement. They began to dis-respect the great Sri Vaishnava Acharya, Sri 
Manavalamamunigal and his sacred prayer, Sri Sailesadayapatram, But, when once 
they began to play their dirty game, they lost their honours im all the other temples, 
except that of Sri Devaraja Swami, because, they had become the trustees of the 
same, by that time, This fact has been specially mentioned by the late Sri V. Krishna- 
swamyjlyer, Judge of the Madras High Court, in the Sripsrumbudur case, where 
he says, “ By-the-way, | may remark that the Tathacharis had to lose their honours 
in this temple, just because they departed from the custom of their ancestors and 
tried to recite a new verse, as against the ancient Srisailesadayapatram.” 


8. The said agreement also explodes the myth, often given expression to, by 
the Tatacharis (vide para 3 above} that their forefathers conferred upon Athan Jeer, 
the right to recite the verse, Srisailesadayapatram, Of-course, even in that oase, they 
were bound to honour the agreement. But the actual fact is, that the said prayer 
was being sung in the temple from olden timesand the said Tatachari had pledged 
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to honour and continve the practice. But, unfortunately they lent their ears to 
malicious advice and began, not only to disrespect the great Acharya, Sri Varavara- 
muni, and his mantra, but also to tease the Tenkalai Srivaishnavas, who hold many 
rights and miras in the temple, such as Adhyapakam (chanting of the Divya 
Prabandhams), Thirtham and so on, In short, they tried their level best to oust 
these people out of the temple, but thanks to Divine Grace, they haye not been 
successful in their nefarious activities. They destroyed many ancient Tenkalai 
Namams, introduced many new ones, stopped the honours of the Tirthakars, the 
Adhyapaka and others, hindered the pujas and festivals of Nammalwar and 
Manavala Mamunigal, carried away the idols of these Acharyas, tried to change 
their namams or destroy them out-right and did a thousand and one other evil 
things, which are too numerous to mention. 


9, In this connection we like to quote an extract from the judgement of a 
court, which is self-explanatory. 


In the Court of the additional Dt. Munsiff of Chingleput 
O. 8. Nos, 6&7 of 1912 
Present:— M.R. Ry. R. Y. Krishna Ayyar M, A. B. L., 
Additional Dt, Munsilf 


Monday 31—8—1914, 


“ In this connection, the facts which immediately gave rise to and culminated 
in this litigation become pretty important... .......... The plaintiff's case is that at 
a time, when the outer gates of the temple were closed for the purpose of restraining 
a temple elephant which bad gone mad, the Vadagalais forcibly entered the suit 
shrine and carried away the Utsavar Idols of Nammalwar and his attendants with a 
view to alter their namams. The defendants, on the otherhand, state that in conne- 
ction with Pagalpathu festival ... ... ... ... it was usual to take Nammalwar idols up 
the hill every year and that it was in accordance with the custom, and not for any 
sinister purpose that the idols were removed from the suit shrine... ... ... .... The 
parties have consequently adduced a very considerable body of evidence in respect of 
the eve nts of the . 7th of December, 1908 and the following days. 


It appears to me to be unnecessary to discuss this evidence at length, and I 
will content myself with stating a few facts established by it, 


There were immediately complaints by the plaintiffs to the Police and 
Magistrate against the Vadagalais whose motives were then and there’ attacked as 
improper. The police forth-with appeared on the scene with Sub-Inspector Neela- 
kanta Iyer, P. W. 1, at their head. Neelakanta Tyer discovered the idols in the 
uphill- shrine and on the same day, drew up the Mahazar, Exhibit A, in the presence 
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of the Vadagalai Receiver and several others. In that mahazar, there is reference to 
the fact that, though the idols, for the time being, wore Vadagalai Namams, yets 
when washed out and inspected they contained doubtful Thengalai traces. As 
regards the plaintiffs complaint to the Magistrate, it ended in the conviction of 
several of the Vadagaiais, Exhibit N. One of the grounds on which the conviction 
was upheld on appeal was, that the vehicle called Tholukkinian on which, if the idols 
had been removed in connection with the festival they must have been carried, was 
found on inspection, to have been totally unused, Now all thses facts, the immediacy 
of the Plaintiff’s complaints, the alleged Thengalai traces on the idols, the unused 
character of the Tholukkinian, greatly probablise the plaintiff’s version of a forcible 
removal, 


Side by side with these facts there is also the incredibility of the justifica- 
tion, attempted by the Defendants for the removal of the idols in question. From 
exibits L, EE, GG and RR and from the oral evidence in the case, itis clear that, 
for long years, the Alwars and Acharyars have never taken part in the Pagalpatta 
festival at Conjeeveram. As regards the suit year itself, the receiver had admittedly 
hot given any permision to carry the idols up hill. [t is therefore impossible to 
suppose that the Defendants’ removal of the idois from the Nammalwar shrine was a 
bonafide act, done in the ordinary course of the Pagalpathu festival, 


| On 28—12—1908 the idols were restored to the suit shrine by an order of the 
stationery Sub-Magistrate of Conjeeveram. 


But the police continued to guard the shrine until 6—1—1909, On that day, 
the shrine itself was handed over to the Plaintiffs and a mahazar, Exhibit T, was 
drawn up, In that mahazar itis stated that the Moolavar of the Nammazhwar 
had clearly visible Thenkalai Namam on his forehead, that Thenkalai Namams were 
also found on various articles and vessels within the shrine and on the Brindavanam 
opposite to it and that the namams of Mathurakavi and Nathamuni were not clearly 
visible. It is agreed, by the way, that Mathurakavi and Nathamuni could not have 
namams different from what Nammalwar wore. 


It is unnecessary to discuss the Namam question further. 


From all the facts and the circumstagces of the case, it is conclusively established 
that the namams customarily worn by Nammalwar and his attendant deities were 
only Thengalai namams and not Vadagalai namams.” 


10. With regard to the stoppage of Utsavams to Alwars and Acharyas, also, 
the late Justice T. M. Swaminatha Iyer of the Madras High Court, observes in 
S.A. Nos: 137, 138 and 269) of 1902, “It is also clear that secing how strange and 
unsound the theory that Manavala Mamuni is not entitled to any procession will 
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look, when the other Alwars and Acharayas have such processions, the plaintiffs 
(Vadakalai Thathachar trustees) have evidently thought it best to stop such 
processions to all, for the present.” Strange is the policy of these people, 
Who in practice, obstruct the poojas and festivals of the Alwars and Acharyas, but 
nevertheless try toearn name and material benefit for themselves, by singing their 
praise and prolaiming themselves as their earnest followers ! 


ll. The cruelty to which the shrine of Manavala Mamunigal was put to, 
during the Thathacharis’ regime, is beyond description. They tried to stop all the 
utsavams, nay, even the erection of a pandal in front of the shrine, during the annual 
festival and stopped the usual procession of Shri Perumdevi Thayar, during this 
period, for the simple reason, that it has to passin front of this shrine. They also 
tried their utmost to stop the procession of Manavala Mamunigal, even just within 
the limits of the pandal, One Bundi Thathachari, who was trustee, came to the place 
on one such occassion and pushed aside, the Tholukkiniyan (Palanquin) of Sri. 
Varavaramuni, although he was under pollution, because of the death of a relative. 


12. The culmination of these crimes lay in the theft of the Utsava Vigraham 
of Manavala Mamunigal, which was thrown into the Pothamarai, the pond near the 
eastern gate of the temple. When the matter was taken to the court, one Thiruppu- 
kuli Appaswami, a very learned and famous Thathachari Vidwan, deposed before 
the judge, “in this shrine of Manavala Mamunigal, there has been only a moola- 
vigraham and no utsava vigraham has ever existed. | am prepared to make an 
Aghora Pramanam (the most terrible swearing) and thereby prove this fact.” The 
judge was shocked to hear such a glaring lie from the lips of such a great pandit 
and immediately ordered him to vacate his chair. (Out of respect to his great 
learning, the judge had given him a seat during his examination). Later on, this 
pundit repented for bis crime, came to the shrine of Manavala Mamunigal, prostrated 
before him 12 times, calling it a Sukritha Pranama, and prayed for mercy. 


13. Similarly the troubles and tribulations, which the Tenkalai Adhyapakas 
were put to, during the Thathachari regime are all, beyond description. Contrary 
to the agreement of L711, they began to recite a rival verse, ** Ramanuja Dayapatram ” 
while commencing the recital of Divya Prapandams. This forced the Tenkalai 
Adhyapakas to go to the Civil and Criminal courts and an endless string of litigations 
ensued. The lower courts had held that they could not poke their nose into this 
matter, which is entirely a religious one and the state was bent upon keeping aloof 
from it: Of course, some intermediate courts had remarked that the trustees, who 
were responsible for the maintenance of the temple, could not infringe upon the 
rights of any mirasdar, unless it was absolutely necessary to do so, in the cause of 
justice. But the High Court upheld the theory of the state's non-interference with 
religion. So, the case was taken to the Privy Council, where it was decided in favour 
of the Tenkalais with the remarks “ the Adhyapaka Miras, is not entirely a religious 
matter, but an office of profit, held by the Thenkalai Sri Vaishnayas. Therefore, it 
is the bounden duty of the state to protect that right.” Thus the case was remanded 
to the lower court for proper enquiry and orders on 22—3—1879, with a cost 
of £ 140-13-4; 
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14. When the case was thus taken up at the lower court, the Thathacharis: 
filed their answer thus” The Adhyapaka miras is held by just four or five members 
and not by the whole Thenkalai community, of Kanchipuram. Eyen this service is 
limited to the main temple, and that during certain occasions only, and dees not 
extend to the attached shrines, The remuneration they get for this, is almost 
negligible. Moreover, we have already dismissed them.” After passing through 
various stages, this case was decided thus— “The Adhyapaka miras in the Sri 
Devaraya swami temple with all the attached shrines, including the one at Vilakkoli 
perumal and Vedanta Desika, belongs to the Thenkalai Srivaishnava community in. 
general; the recitation should begin with Srisailesadayapatram, Vadakalai Srivai- 
shnavas may, if they so desire, join this Goshti in their individual capacity and recite 
the Prabandams, strictly in chorus with the mirasdars; even then, they cannot go 
in the front two lines, but only from the third, onwards.” But still, now and then 
certain vadakalai people began to enter the Adhyapaka Gosthi and cause all kinds of 
otstruction to the proper recitation of the Divya Prabandams. This, naturally, led 
into several Civil and criminal litigations, which resulted in the conviction of 
intruders. ,So, they had filed a suit in the District Munsiff's court of Kanchipuram, 
praying thet (1) They (Vadakalais) should also be permitted to mix in the Adhyapaka 
Ghosti, even in the prebibited front rows, (2) that no other Taniyan except “ Sri- 
sailesadayapatram and no Valithirunamam, Upadesaratnamala or Thiruvoimozhi 
Noothandadi should be recited, and (3) the practice of the Thenkalais of reciting the 
Divya Prabandams and thereby obstructing the other services on each and every 
occasion, should be put an end to, by fixing a definite time for their service. After 
passing through several course this was taken up by the High Court where these 
prayers were summarily dismissed by the court, which passed orders thus— (1) the 
Vadakalais should not enter the first two rows of the Divyaprabanda Ghosti (2) The 
Thenkalais can recite all the usual tanians, Valithirunamam, Upadesaratnamala etc. 
as per custom and (3) the time for Divyaprabandasevai is co-extent with that of the 
pooja i.e. from the ringing of the initial bell, right up to the distribution of thirtham 
oul Y dire sa This is the essence of the High Court judgement delivered on 
] —1938. 


15. As already stated above, the Thathacharis were made the Thirthakaras in 
all the temples of Kancheepuram and some outside places too. But they lost the 
henours, because they began to dis-respect and go against the established custom. 
As if, to take revenge upon this, they tried to stop the honours and services of other 
Thenkalai thirthekaras and Kainkarya Parars of the Sri Devarajaswami temple, of 
which they had become trustees. So every one of the Thenkalai thirthakaras and 
kainkaryaparas had to go to the courts and establish their rights afresh, This cost 
both the parties lots of money ; but the Thathacharis did not spend a pie from their 
pocket, but spent cart-loads of money from the Davasthanam funds; and often: 
made some prefit also. The money thus mis-used would have been sufficient to 
build quite a number of new temples, with all the usual paraphernalia! In fact, they 
have been raising up some trouble or other, incessantly, for the last hundred years 
ard more, and driving others to the court. 


16, It ts nat possible, to desoribe in such a short essay as this, the full history 
of-all these htigations and mis-deeds of the Tatacharis. They have been published on 
various occasions. This is, but a very short synopsis of these books and articles, 
It is proposed to bring out, in the near future, a legal documentary book-let explain- 
ing these matters connectedly and vividly. . 
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